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Figures

Figure 1. Anatomical areas for the definition of the extent of dissection.

I: obturator nodes.

II: external iliac nodes.
Il internal iliac nodes.
IV: common iliac nodes

V: pre-sacral nodes.

Figure 2:
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Fig 2a: Risk of bias assessment for individual studies — oncological outcomes
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Fig 2b. Risk of bias assessment for individual studies — non-oncological outcomes
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Fig 3a. Risk of bias assessment across included studies — oncological outcomes
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Fig 3b: Risk of bias assessment across included studies — non-oncological outcomes
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